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DETAILED ACTION 
Notice of Amendment 

In response to the amendment filed on February 2, 2007, amended claims 1,13, 
22 and 27-28 are acknowledged. The current rejections of the claims are withdrawn. 
The following new grounds of rejection are set forth: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,623,425 to Cartledge et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,095,972 to 
Sakamoto in further view of U.S. patent No. 5,406,941 to Roberts. 

In regards to claims 1-3, 13, 18, 20-25 and 27-31, Cartledge et al. discloses a 
laryngoscope blade comprising: a main blade portion 20 having a posterior surface, a 
distal end and proximal end, the main blade portion being relatively straight between the 
distal end and the proximal end; a blade tip extending from the distal end of the main 
blade portion, the blade tip being at a select angle with relation to the posterior surface 
of the main blade portion (see Fig. 5); a first tongue displacement plate coupled to the 
main blade portion along a length of the blade; a second tongue displacement plate 
extending from the first tongue displacement plate in a direction that is away from the 
main blade portion (see Fig. 7), wherein the second tongue displacement pate and the 
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first tongue displacement plate are adapted to work together to displace a patient's 
tongue during use of the laryngoscope, the second tongue displacement plate having at 
least one rounded corner; and a blade base coupled to the proximal end of the blade 
(see Figs. 4-5). Cartledge et al. is silent with respect to wherein the blade tip having a 
width that is flared wider in a first direction than a width of the main blade portion. 
Sakamoto teaches of an analogous laryngoscope having a blade 10 with a main blade 
portion having a posterior surface, a distal end and a proximal end and a blade tip 12 
extending from the distal end of the main blade portion (see Figure 2). Figures 2, 7 and 
8 show that the blade tip 12 is flared wider in a first direction than a width of the main 
blade portion and can be positioned at a select, obtuse angle with respect to the 
posterior surface of the main blade portion (see Figure 19 and col. 5, lines 15-25). It 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made to 
flare the blade tip in the apparatus of Cartledge et al. to give the tip more surface area 
to spread apart a patient's throat tissue and to stabilize the epiglottis while displacing it 
anteriorly as taught by Sakamoto (se Col. 2, lines 50-60). Furthermore, Cartledge et al. 
are silent with respect to wherein the relatively straight main blade portion extends from 
the blade base at generally a right angle. Roberts teach of an analogous laryngoscope 
wherein the blade is adjustable between a straight surface and a curved surface 
depending upon the preference of the physician (see Figs. 1, 4 and 6). Thus, Roberts 
demonstrates the desirability of having a laryngoscope operable with either a curved or 
straight blade. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the blade extend at a right angle from the blade base in the 
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apparatus of Cartledge et al. to better accommodate different pharangeal configurations 
• of various patients as taught by Roberts. 

In regards to claims 4, 14 and 26, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope 
blade further comprising: the blade base having a bottom portion, the bottom portion 
having a channel; and the proximal end of the main blade portion being received in the 
channel of bottom portion of the blade base, wherein the main blade portion proximate 
the proximal end does not extend below the bottom portion of the blade base to allow 
clearance for a patient's teeth during use (see Figs. 2 and 5). 

In regards to claim 5, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope blade, wherein 
the second tongue displacement plate has a displacement length that is significantly 
shorter than a length of the main blade (see Figs. 5 and 8). 

In regards to claim 6, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope blade, wherein 
the first tongue displacement plate extends generally at perpendicular angle from the 
main blade portion (see Fig. 4). 

In regards to claim 7, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope, blade, further 
comprising: the first tongue displacement plate having a first cutout portion proximate 
the proximal end of the blade to allow clearance of a patient's top teeth during use (see 
Figs. 3-5). 

In regards to claims 8-9, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope blade, 
further comprising: the first tongue displacement plate having a second cut out portion 
approximate the distal end of the blade (see Figs. 3-5). Sakamoto discloses a blade in 
a semi-circle (see Fig. 6). 
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In regards to claims 10 and 16, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope 
blade, further comprising: the second tongue displacement plate extending generally at 
a perpendicular angle from the first tongue displacement plate in a direction away from 
the main blade portion (see Figs. 3-5 and 8). 

In regards to claims 11 and 19, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope blade . 
9, wherein the second tongue displacement plate generally extends from the first 
tongue displacement plate in a direction that is opposite the first direction of the flared 
blade tip (see Figs. 3-5 and 8). 

In regards to claim 12, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope blade, wherein 
the second tongue displacement plate and the first tongue displacement plate are 
generally flat in shape (see Figs. 3-5 and 8). 

In regards to claims 15 and 17, Cartledge et al. discloses a laryngoscope 
blade, wherein the length of the first tongue displacement plate is less then half the 
length of the main blade portion and wherein the second tongue displacement plate 
extends from the first tongue displacement plate at generally a perpendicular angle (see 
Fig. 4). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-31 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew J. Kasztejna whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 6086. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 8:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Linda CM. Dvorak can be reached on (571) 272-4764. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceedi 

273- 8300. 

LINDA C. M. DVORAK 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 

P*0!IP3700 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 



system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000 
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